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How, then, the critics asked, could His Majesty's Government defend
their present action in cutting off the victim and the aggressor indis-
criminately from their access to supplies in the United Kingdom—
and this at a moment when the aggressor was resuming his aggression
and when the victim therefore had a more pressing need than ever
to obtain the material means for self-defence ? In answer to these
criticisms, it was pointed out, on the British Government's behalf,
that the indiscriminate application of an arms embargo to China and
Japan alike was simply a provisional measure which was being taken
by the British Government alone, as a matter of urgency, at a
moment when they had the choice between acting unilaterally or else
postponing the taking of any action of any kind, in spite of the
desirability of some action being taken at once. On this showing,
it was argued that the discrimination against Japan to which the
British Government had committed themselves, in company with
forty-one other Governments, in casting their vote at Geneva on the
24th February, could not fairly be taken as a precedent for a case
in which the same Government had, ex hypofhesi, to act by them-
selves. It was also argued that any discrimination, in this case, would
have been an ineffective gesture, because, if the embargo had been
applied to Japan only, and not to China as well, the Japanese could,
in fact, have intercepted any arms which the Chinese Government
might have ordered in the United Kingdom, in virtue of the Japanese
Navy's command over all the maritime approaches to China from
Europe; so that a discriminatory British embargo against Japan
would have been of no practical help to China, while it might have
produced embarrassing and even dangerous collisions between the
Japanese Navy and the British merchant marine. Whatever the re-
spective merits of these contending arguments might be, it is clear
that the British Government's action was ill-received in China, at
Geneva, and in the United States, as well as in circles, at home,
which were opposed to the Government's Far Eastern policy. The
only country that made a motion to follow suit was Canada; and on
the 14th March—that is, the day before the setting up of the arms
embargo sub-committee at Geneva1—the United Kingdom embargo
was lifted, on the ground that it had not evoked any corresponding
action in any other quarter.
The all-important quarter was, of course, the United States; and
here the prospects were less promising in one way and more promising
in another. They were less promising inasmuch as there was not
yet any legislation, empowering the Executive to act, upon the
1 See p. 511 above.
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